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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO

RITA J. TURNER,
Petitioner-Respondent,

)
)

vs.

)
)
)

ROBERT A. TURNER,
Respondent-Appellant.

)
)
)
)

Docket No. 39975-2012

BRIEF OF IDAHO COALITION AGAINST SEXUAL & DOMESTIC VIOLENCE AS
AMICUS CURIAE

APPEAL FROM THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE
The Honorable Robert J. Elgee, District Judge
The Honorable R. Ted Israel, Magistrate Judge

Douglas A. Werth
Werth Law Office, PLLC
101 E. Bullion Street, Suite 3F
Hailey, Idaho 83333

Michael McCarthy
Idaho Legal Aid Services
475 Polk Street, Suite 4
Twin Falls, Idaho 83301

Attorney for the Respondent-Appellant

Attorney for Petitioner-Respondent

Annie Kerrick
Idaho Coalition Against Sexual & Domestic Violence
300 E. Mallard Drive, Suite 130
Boise, Idaho 83706
Attorney for the Idaho Coalition Against Sexual &
Domestic Violence
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